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DETAILED ACTION 



Claims 1-26 are presented for examination. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 



2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who 
has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for patent. 



The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 1999 
(AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments Act of 2002 
do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or indirectly from an 
international application filed before November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the 
reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AIPA 
35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

3. Claims 1,2,4-9,17-19,21,22 and 24-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Landsman et al. (6,314,451) (hereinafter Cohen). 

4. AS per claim 1 , Landsman teaches a system for providing auxiliary content to a client 
during download of primary content from a server, comprising: 

A server network comprising a download management server, a customer database that stores 
user information, and a primary content database that stores primary content (e.g. col. 6, lines 20- 
28); a client console cormectable for establishing a communications link through a bi-directional 
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communications network to the download management server (e.g. col. 6, lines 30-37); and at 
the client console, local storage for storing a user identifier and auxiliary content, wherein the 
auxiliary content is stored in the local storage prior to download of the primary content from the 
download management server (e.g. col. 6, lines 20-32); wherein the user identifier is uploaded 
from the client console to the download management server, access is enabled to requested 
primary content in the primary content database, and the auxiliary content stored in the local 
storage device of the requested primary content (e.g. col. 6, lines 20-40). 

5. As per claim 25, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

6. As per claim 2, Landsman teaches the system, wherein the auxiliary content is variable 
based on a user preference (e.g. col. 9, lines 55-63). 

7. As per claim 19, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

8. As per claim 4, Landsman teaches the system wherein the auxiliary content is variable 
based on a distributor preference (e.g. col. 4, lines 43-52). 

9. As per claim 5, Landsman teaches the system wherein the distributor preference is 
determined first by having the download management server send the client preference data 
usable to assign content before sending the requested content, and second by having the client 
console execute the content stored in the local storage according to the preference data (e.g. col. 

10. lines 1-12). 

1 0. As per claim 26, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

11. As per claim 6, Landsman teaches the system wherein the preference data can be selected 
from one or more individual content choices and one or more content category choices (e.g. col. 
10, lines 33-46). 
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12. As per claim 7, Landsman teaches the system, wherein the auxiliary content can be 
acquired and distributed to the local storage over the communications network (e.g. col 10, lines 
46-55). 

13. As per claim 8, Landsman teaches the system, wherein the local storage is a hard disk 
drive (e.g. col. 10, lines 43-45). 

14. As per claim 9, Landsman teaches the system wherein the client console further 
comprises a local fixed storage disposed internally or externally of the client, wherein requested 
primary content is downloaded onto the fixed storage device (e.g. col. 10, lines 5-12). 

15. As per claim 22, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

16. As per claim 17, Landsman teaches the system wherein the auxiliary content is selected 
from the group consisting of images, movies, music, games, customer surveys and lots (e.g. col. 
10, lines 1-10). 

17. As per claim 18, Landsman teaches the system wherein information is downloaded from 
the download management server into the client console to trigger execution of specified 
auxiliary content items based on comparison with the information (e.g. col. 10, lines 33-46). 

18. As per claim 21, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

19. As per claim 24, Landsman teaches the method further comprising a step of continuously 
surveying to determine whether the client console user overrides playback of said auxiliary 
content during execution of said primary content (e.g. col. 10, lines 33-46). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 



20. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

21. Claims 3,10-16,20 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Landsman in view of Rakavy et al. (5,913,040) (hereinafter Rakavy). 

22. As per claim 3, Landsman does not specifically teach the system wherein the client 
preference is determined by prompting the client to input information settings, and by providing 
the client with a selection of one or more individual content choices and one or more content 
category choices. Rakavy teaches the system wherein the client preference is determined by 
prompting the client to input information settings, and by providing the client with a selection of 
one or more individual content choices and one or more content category choices (e.g. col. 3, 
lines 34-51). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Landsman with Rakavy. The motivation would have been to add 
interactivity for the purpose of information collection to the system. 

23. As per claim 10, Landsman does not specifically teach the system, wherein the auxiliary 
content is provided on portable storage that stores the auxiliary content and is suitable for mass 
distribution. Rakavy teaches the system, wherein the auxiliary content is provided on portable 
storage that stores the auxiliary content and is suitable for mass distribution (e.g. col 3, lines 15- 
26). ). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
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made to combine Landsman with Rakavy. The motivation would have been to add portability to 
auxiliary content distribution system. 

24. As per claim 1 1 , it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

25. As per claim 12, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

26. As per claim 13, Landsman does not specifically teach the system, wherein the local 
storage is a removable storage device installable in the client console. Rakavy teaches the 
system, wherein the local storage is a removable storage device installable in the client console 
(e.g. col. 4, lines 60-64). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine Landsman with Rakavy. The motivation would have been 
for the local storage device to be removable. 

27. As per claim 14, Landsman does not specifically teach the system wherein said 
removable storage device includes data structures thereon comprising a plurality of auxiliary 
content items, a plurality of trigger data items logically associated, respectively, with each of 
said auxiliary content items, and a user identifier. Rakavy teaches teach the system wherein said 
removable storage device includes data structures thereon comprising a plurality of auxiliary 
content items, a plurality of trigger data items logically associated, respectively, with each of 
said auxiliary content items, and a user identifier (e.g. col. 10, lines 21-41). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine 
Landsman with Rakavy. The motivation would have been for the browser to access the 
removable drive as it would access the hard disk. 

28. As per claim 15, Landsman does not teach specifically the system, wherein said user 
identifier is uploaded to said download management server to enable access to specified content 
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in said primary content database, and said user information is downloaded into said client 
console to trigger execution of specified auxiliary content items based on comparison with said 
trigger data items. Rakavy teaches specifically the system, wherein said user identifier is 
uploaded to said download management server to enable access to specified content in said 
primary content database, and said user information is downloaded into said client console to 
trigger execution of specified auxiliary content items based on comparison with said trigger data 
items (e.g. col. 12, lines 19-40). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine Landsman with Rakavy. The motivation would have 
been to display advertisement based on user preferences triggered by the user. 

29. As per claim 16, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

30. As per claim 20, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

31. As per claim 23, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Farhood Moslehi whose telephone number is 703-305-8646. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on 703-305-8498. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-746-7239. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-306-5484. 



Conclusion 
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